Interview Summary 


Application No. 

09/985,900 


Applicant(s) 

CATALINE ET AL. 


Examiner 

Stefano Karmis 


Art Unit 

3693 





All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Stefano Karmis . (3) . 

(2) James Miner, Attorney . (4) . 

Date of Interview: 29 June 2007 . 

Type: a)D Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)03 Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)^ applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)D No. 

If Yes, brief description: 

Claim(s) discussed: 1_. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Johnson . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative discussed the manner in which the instant application 
has the processer reduce the set of available payment mechanisms, and then the optimizer determination selects the 
payment method from the reduced set The Examiner will review this limitations against the teachins of Johnson and 
be in contact with Applicant's representative. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 

Attachment to a signed Office action. Examiner's signature, if required 



U. S. Patent and Trademark Office 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Sf 3011 ^!? ^S 0 * Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 71 3.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Recant 
A complete written statement as to the substance of any faco-tc-fece video confer^Z Z^^l^3t 
Wfoxfc* whether or not an agreed with the ex^ 

Title 57 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §1.133 Interviews 
Paragraph (b) 

... zzs^s^^ 

anyall^onrf promise, stipulation. or mKJerefa^ No attention will be paid to 

• the examiSS^^ interview of recC in the applfcation file, un.ess 

Which bear directly on (he question of patertebffity exam,ners "WwbMy to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

^ewb^X^ 

put typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like areexeiud^ fft£. *L m • Paten J t J xamin,n g Procedure, or pointing 
^ancetfan^ 

conclusion of the interview. Inth^ofa^hone^^^ 

either with or prior to the next official corrununfcXn^ S ma "^ ,0 . correspondence address 

circumstances dfctate. the Form should be maned Prom^S^^^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or persona!) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" • a^m^ nature of the agreement (may be by 

not restrict further action by the examiner tX SrJ ^ 1 ^ reem , ent 38 to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (If Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

should *!!S2^ '-T "~ <*«<"*°»™ - -* case. It 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) KT^m^^ ° f 3 «-*"*» ^sed, umessthese are aiready described on the 

55 " ■ ta a2 , 22E£ ^ 9enefal IT* H** P rinci P a,ar g u '"ents presented to the examiner. 

E£?KS^ de^Hed d^ription of the arguments is not 

examiner can be understood in the Xxtof th?a£££Ki? n ^ ^ arguments made to the 

describe those arguments*** The wXefeete wire of Silt. ' ^"P" 03 " 1 desire to emphasize and fully 

6) a genera, indication o/any dfJSffiSSJdKlld*y * * "* 

* mSSHi 9enera ' reSUltS * ° f i " U " leSS a,read * described *• Intend Summary Form competed by . 

a^a.e.£^^^ 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statem JaJ^ ^ f0rth th « — *»* version of the 

paper recording the substance of me interview a^S te dlte^ « 



